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Know not well what you meant, when not lon 
ago, after a free Enquiry in a familiar Converle- © - 
about the Right Choice of Religion, you. was: 
| * pleas'd to call me a meer Chriſtian, but fure I am 

*twas a better World whea all ſuch as really profeſſed 

Chriſtianity were but meer Chriſtians, 1 mean, be- 

lieved nothing more, under pain of Eternal Damna- 

tion, than what Chriſt and his Apoſtles had taught 

them :. if this, $/, was your meaning, I am indeed, - 

and with the Grace of God ever ſhall be a meer Chrs- 


ſtian : 


| Reaſons why a Proteſtant 
ſtian : and why ſhould I find my ſelf affronted by be- 
ing ſo ſtyled , ſince the Fathers of the Primitive 
times were in the afore-mentioned ſence meer Chri- 
ſtians, as believing nothing to be Articles of Divine 
Faith beyond what Chriſt and his Apoſtles had decla- 
red to be ſo. I muſt not then, as a Proteſtant, be of- 
fended at this uncommon Reproach, becauſc it giveth 
us the Idea of one that profeſſeth the Purity of the 
Chriſtian Religion,. without any mixture either of 
Error or Sapertinzon, ſo as I love to take every thing 
in the beſt ſence it can bear, rather than relapſe, I 
ſhall be thankful to you for ſo honourable a Title : - 
Yet if I muſt take this Exprefſion as ſome what refle- 
Cting, 1 ſhall revenge my ſelf no- otherwiſe, but by 
telling you, what I fancy you will readily grant, that 
you are ſomething beyond a meer Chriſtian, ſince nei- 
ther the Scripture, nor the three Creeds, contain all 
the Articles of your Faith :. but asI was not at all con- 
cern'd at this your odd and” nnexpected' R 4 
which I thought deſerved. rather an Innocent Smile, 
than a Serious RefleQion ; 10 *cis not upon this ac- 
count that I now undertake to write this Letter, but 
meerly becauſe you very confidently ſaid, that I re- 
main'd a Proteſtant upon no very good Grounds, but 
upon meer Prejudices, which you could eaflily take 
off, if I would declare to you what really they were : 
which becauſe I could not then conveniently, I pro- 
miſed I would perform at another time, and now to 
acquit my ſelf of my Promiſe, I ſhall offer to your con- 
fideration ſome of what youcall Prejudices, and I ſhall 
venture to ſtyle good and ſolid Reaſons why I cannot 
reſolve upon a Change, would I never ſo fain, inthe 
preſent junQture of our Aﬀairs, embrace the Roman 
Catholick Religion. =. 
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ſhould not turn Papilſt. 


Since then you allow me the uſe of .my Reaſon in the very 
Primary and moſt fundamental Article of all, the Church 1n- 
fallibility, you have no reaſon to.deny it to me in other 
things that depend upon this, and are of no leſs concern for 
the welfare of my Soul. - 

The ordinary ObjeCftion agaigh this Doftrine, that it 
would be the ſource of an infinitE variety of Opinions about 
matters of Religion, ſeem'd always to me to be of no force, . 
becauſe, beſides that the Scripture ſays ſomewhere, Thar 
Hereſies, that is, diverlity of Opinions, notwithſtanding alt 
pretence to Infallibility mult be, ifa Man be miſtaken in his 
Judgment, 'cis to be preſum'd God will pardon him this 
Error, ſince after all poſſible means us'd to learn the truth, 
he i3 ſtil] perſuaded'of his being in the right, and that' your 
Reaſons are weaker than his: For to ſay, ſuch a Man muſt 
ſubmit his Judgment upon the account of a Superior Autho- 
rity, tho' he knows not why, and is moreover ſatisfied of the 
fallibility of this Authority,yea,and of its aftual Errors too in 
many things of great moment, 'tis all one-as if you bid a Man . 
renounce.to common ſence, turn a Fool,and not act rationally. - 
'Tis thenevident to all conſidering Men, that every ohe muſt © 
finally Judge for himſelf in matters relating to his own Spiri- 
tual welfare ; for ſure I am, God ſhall never condema me for © 
acting againſt another Man's Judgment z which certainly he 
will-do, if I a&t againſt my own ; for this and no other thin 
can be imputed to me as an actual Sin: Chriſt himſelf teachet] 
- this important Truth, by his exhorting. the-Jews to ſearch 
the Scriptures, becauſe they gave teſtimony of -him,: where 
he will have them to act like rational Creatures, to-make uſe 
of that reaſon he had given them, and to judge of the ſenſe . 
of the Scriptures : He docs not tell them, with the Pope in a 
General Council, You are to remember I am the Infallible 
Oracle, to be believed by you without any further Examen :. 
Bat ſince hedeſires them to conſult the Scriptures, certainly 
he allows them to judge. of their ſenſe, which the Church of 
Rome will not permit us to. do, aſſuming to herſelf a greater - 
Authority. than ever Chriſt did, who would have the Jews to *' 
rely upon their ſenſes in reading the Scriptures, and examin- 
ing his Miracles. : 
: or 
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Fordfmuch as I hate an indiſcreet Zeal, I cannot but be 
ſomewhat concern'd to hear fome Romanifts ſay, Chriſt had 
been a very unwiſe and unskilful Law-giver, had he not left - 
behind him an Infallible viſible Jadge of Controverſies ; as 
if he could not govern his Church without an Infallible 
Lieutenant,as we ſee(if ſucha Compariſon may be allowed of) 
that Earthly Princes Govern their remoteſt Provinces accor- 
ding to all the Laws of Juſtice and Equity, though their Sub- - 
ſtitutes be fallible Men ; they only Corre& them when they 
do fail, and ſend others in their room that will perform 
better their Truſt. Where is then the neceſſity of an Infal- 
lible Viſible Judge, for the good Government of the Church ? 
Sure they will not ſay, there can be no true Church, without 
ſuch a Judge, for the Jewiſh Church had none, and erred 
very ftoſfsly in condemning of Chriſt ; yea, the very Church 
of Rome 1tlelf, till the firſt Council of Nice, wanted ſuch a 
Judge, and does yet, in the Intervals of Genera) Councils, 
Fogg with them, that theſe are their Infallible Viſible 
Judges. ; 

Gr us not then argye ourſelves into an Error, with the 
Romanifts thus ; There is a neceſſity of an Infallible Viſible Fudge, 
therefore there 55 one : But rather on the'contraty, There i510 
Ivifallible Viſible Fare in tbe Church, therefore there Ts #0 7e- 
ceſſiry of ſuch a Fuage. For we oughtin reaſon toſuppoſe, 
had a Governor thus qualified, been neceſfary/for the prefer- 
ving'of the 'Church,. Chriſt had no doubt appointed ſome- 
where this Infallible Viſibte Judge, and 'told his Apoſtles, 
When I am (gone, there will ariſe great debates untlheats among ſt 
"you, concerning what 35 to be Believed, wnder pain of Dammnation, 
and whit not ; but for a final Refolutiorin this caſe, you muſt make 
your Application to:the Biſhops of Rome, 'o7 #6 u General Conncil , 


and whatever they declare to be an Article of Dovim Faith, though 


#t be not found in Scripture, is to be look.d upon by 'you us ſuch. 


But where has Chriſt mentioned any thing 'of this nature ? 


1 find rather the quite contrary decided by him, fince he 
ſends the Jews — — Revelation ” OOn ME 
- ment ; Search (fays he) the Scriprures, for they proe Jefts 

of me. He never told them wth "he "Church 'of I 
Believe not your own Senſes, truſt not to your own Reaſon in any 


caſe 


ſhould not turu Papiſt. 
caſe relating to your Spiritual concerns, but Believe me, becauſe 
1 am Infallible, and my Deciſions are not to be examined, but 
blindly received. Have we not then reaſon to wonder that 
the Church of Rome aſſumeth to herſelf. a greater Autho- 
rity than ever Chriſt himſelf did ? and to hear her ſay. ia 
one of her General Councils, That notwithſtanding the ex- 
preſs Inſtitution of Chriſt, and Command to take the Sa- 
crament in both kinds, She thought fit, for good reaſons, 
to order it to be taken by the Laity in one kind only,, though 
She Herſelf had obeyed Chriſt in: this. point full. thirfeen 
Hundred years and more ? ; | | 
L always fancied no Power upon Earth could change what 
the firſt Founder of our Religion, Chriſt Jeſus, had once 
eſtabliſhed. The Church of Rome may as well preſume to 
ſay, That though Chriſt has forbid Polygamy, and will have 
every Man to be contented with one Wife at. a time, She 
( for good Reaſons, and more plauſible too than thoſe She 
alledgeth for the taking away the Cup from the Laity, ) 
thinks it convenient to allow Men more Wives than one 
at a time. For if the Charch of Rome can att lawfully 
againſt Chriſt's Inſtitution in. one caſe, I know. not. why 
She may not likewiſe in another ;, which ſetteth: the Pope: 
and a General Council, above all that-is called God, in a 
very literal ſenſe, fince Chriſt himſelf muſt ſubmit to. this- 
Superior Authority, and ſee his own Orders flighted, as if: 
they had been given out Indiſcreetly, and without. Judg- 
ment , ' or accompanied. with Inconveniences. which. Chriſt 
foreſaw not, and for which the Romanifts think themſelves. - 3 
not oblig*d to Obey. them. . 4 
I hope theſe few. Conſiderations make it appear to- the 3 
unprejudic'd Romaniſfts, that the Infallibility of the Church : 
of Rome, or the being of an Infallible Viſible Judge in-that. 
Church, is not only an improbable DoCtrine, but really falſe. 
and abſurd. Yet this. I ſhall make out more particularly, by 
anſwering what chiefly they are uſed.to alledge in favour of 
their imaginary Infallibility. | 


' They fay then firſt, but very unkiappily for them, That. 
from. the Supreme Court. of the Jewiſh Synagogue.,, there * 
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was no Appeal. What then ? Does it follow from thence, 
that the Synagogue was Infallible ? What connexton is there 
between there being no Appeal from a Judge, and his being 
Infallible ? I hope the Romani#t5 will grant the Synagogue to 
have fail'd, when She condemn'd Chriſt. They'll do well 
then to bring no Argument frem this Topick, to prove their 
own Infallibility : But a Covenant with better Promiſes was given 
ro the Church. But where was it ſaid that Infallibility was 
promiſed to Her ? I mean, that there ſhould be an Infallible 
Viſible Judge, whom we ſhould conſult in all doubtful Caſes, 
and to whoſe Deciſions we were under pain of Damnation 
to ſubmit, though they were not ' only above Reaſon , but 
againſt the cenſtant evidence of all Mens Sences. 


Secondly, They are wont to raiſe ſome duſt among the 
unwary Multitude, with theſe and thelike Paſlages. 

The Church is like a Mountain upon the top of the Mountains. 

Like a Tabernacle ſeated inthe Sun. 

All Nations ſhall flow unto her, Kings ſhall be her Nurſing Fa- 
thers, and Queens her Nurſing Mothers. 
'. Can any rational Man draw from theſe Paſſages any Argu- 
ment proving the being of an Infallible Viſible Judge ? Since 
tis clear, they conclude nothing elſe but that the Church 
ſhall be ſometimes glorious and viſible to moſt Nations, as 
likewiſe proteCfted by Kings and Princes. I ſay ſometimes, 
becauſe there is no Promiſe made to Her that She ſhall always 
be ſo, and in all Parts of the World. For by the Expe- 
rience of foregoing Ages, we are ſufficiently inform'd that 
She has been now and then overclouded. both by Perſecution 
and Ignorance ; and the ſame thigg may happen again, if it 
pleaſe God to permit both Perſecution and. Error, as he per- 
mits Sin, for Ends beſt known.to himſelf. - They lay likewiſe 
a great ſtreſs upon what Chriſt ſaid to his Apoſtles, Who 
hears:you, hears me. 

'As then in hearing Chriſt, we cannot Err, ſo in hearing 
the Apoſtles and their Succeſſors, we cannot Err : Which is 
moſt true of the Apoſtles, becauſe they delivered nothing but - 


what Chrift had taught them, as likewiſe of their Succeſſors, 


ſo long as they Teach nothing elſe but what was handed 
down 


ſhould not turn Papiſt. 


Irſt then, I amof opinion, that the Church of "Rome, as 

'tis now ſetled in the World; is founded upon two falſe 
Suppoſitions, vid. its pretended C atholicity, or univerſality, 
and Infallibility : 1 wondred always to hear her ſtyl'd Catho- 
lick, by the Romaniſts in this ſence, that -whoſoever acknow- 


ledgeth her not to be the only true Chriſtian Church in the 


World, out of which there is no ſalvation, liveth not in 
Catholick communion : which is ſuch a groundleſs Propofi- 
tion as deſerves rather to be laughr at, than ſeriouſly'refu- 
ced, and no leſs abſurd, than if the Church of England calfed 
herſelf the whole Catholick Church, tho? ſhe be bur a 


thereof, and not the greateſt neither. The Church'of Rame * 


then, whether it be conſider'd as the particular Dioceſs of 
Rome, or as comprehending all thoſe, whatever part of the 
World they live in, that acknowledge the Pope as ſupreme 
Paſtor, is no leſs a particular Church, than that 'of England, 
of Greece, and of the Abyſſins, yea, if compared to all the 
Chriſtians throughout the whole World, it is by much' the 
far leſſer part of the Catholick Church, eſpecially if we re- 
fle& but a moment what vaſt numbers of Chriftians,diſſentin 
from the Church of Rome, are to be found in Afia, Africa, 


both in the Eaſtern and Northern*parts of *Exrope io the 


Romaniſts 'are at a loſs. what'' to fay in any Debate abvut. 


Matters of Controverſie ,' when they are made ſenſible of 


their applying to a particular,. what 'is only to be under- 
ſtood of the Catholick, or Univerſal Church, which Tcon- 


ceive to be nothing, elſe but che diffuſtve body of Chriſtians in . 


all Ages under Chri#t as thety inviſible Head, and their reſpeftive 
Princes , Smperiours , and Biſhops ,' as their viſible Governows's. 
"Tis cafie now, if you remember this'Deſcription, to ſtop 


the mouths of Roman Catholicks, who raiſe ſo much duſt among .. 
the unthinking multitude by this very word, the Church, but”. - 
miſapplied, or not underſtood: when then they' ſay., the © 
Church teacheth this, or that Dod&rine, as for inſtance, . 


Tranſubſtantiation , Purgatory , the lawfulneſs 'of Saims, and 
Image-Worſhip, believe them not : for they 'underſtand by 
the Church, either the particular Church of Rome, or its 
Clergy, or ſome General Council, as that of Lateran, Flo- 
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rence, or Trent, Now neither of theſe three is the Church), 
and conſequently their Deciſions are not to: be ſtyled the 
Deciſions of the Church, in caſe they do not agree with 
the ſence of the Univerſal-Church in all Ages: and then I 


| believe them not upon the account of their Authority, but 


by reaſon of the General Conſent, of al] Ages, and eſpe- 


_ cially of the primitiveand pureſt times of the Church. 


We may give ſome hints out. of this, and the foregoing 

Conſiderations, what properly is meant by. Hereſie, Apo- 
ſtacy, and Schiſm, and who. are. to be. reckon'd Here- 
ticks, Schiſmaticks,. and Apoſtates, that it may the better 
appear how unjuſtly either Hereſie, Schiſm, or Apoſtaſie, 
is laid to the charge: of all other Churches.by the Church of 
Rome. | : 
Hereſie then is, an obſtinate. and. wilful denyal of what is held 
by. the Univerſal Church. Schiſm is a. cauſleſs Separation from 
any Chriſtian. Church whatſoever , And Apeſtaſie is an en- 
tire deſertion. of the Chriſtian Faith, to embrace Turkiciſm, 
or any other not reveal'd Religion. 

Firſt then, *tis- clear,. that all. the-Diſſenters-from the 


_ Church: of Rome: are not. Apoſtats., becauſe they ſtill re- 


tain the Fundamental Points of the Chriſtian Religion, and: 
rejeft only thoſe: that the, Roman Catholicks would have us 
to believe Fundamental upon. the,account of. the Infallibity , 
which they could never yet prove of the. General, or ra- 
ther Imperial Councils. = 

Secondly, They are not. Schiſmaticks, they had but too- 
weighty. Reaſons: to ſeparate from the Church of Rome - 
the very taking away: of the Cup. from the Laity, (to men- 
tion no other of its known Errors in this.place,) againſt 
the_Uniyerſal Praftice, yea, of. their. own Church too, du- 
ring Thirteen hundred years, and more, and againſt the 
Expreſs-Command and Inſtitution of: Chriſt; was a cauſe ſuf- 
ficient for a juſt, lawful, and neceſſary Separation, ſince 
that Church became. ſo conceited of its own Power and 
Authority , as to think it could lawfully alter or change 


what Chriſt had ſo ſolemnly inſtituted, 'and commanded, 


when he ſaid, Drink ye all of this. 
| | rd As 
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As to Herefie ; We are often charged with 5t by Romar 
| Catholicks , but without any proof, unleſs we are to be- 
lieve all ſuch to be Hereticks. as believe not the additiozal 
Articles of 'the Church of Rowe. Which is indeed their 
real meaning, when they call us Hereticks : but their con- 
fidence in this Point is grounded on that notoriouſly falſe 
ſuppoſition of their Infallibility: for as I always concet- 
ved Infallibility. to be a no lefs eſſential Attribute of the 
Divine Nature, than Omnipotency ; ſo1 thought and think 
it ſtill a no leſs contradiction to imagine to ourſelves an 
Infallible Creature, than 'to conceive an Omnipotent One, 
and” not at the fame time God : The? I allow that'a Crex- 
ture, how fallible Toever, bythe. A _ of its 
own Nature, may perhaps never aftually failby a Special 
ProteCtion 'from that Unetrable Being above+- But 4 'am'on 
the other ſide very confident, that God-has mo where pro- 
miſed his Unerring 'Spirit either tQ 'the Pope'orto-avy of _ 
the General Councils whenſcever they hall” undertake to 
decide Matters of Faith: for #s God perinits Sin, fo why 
ſhould we think it abſtrd -to fy, that he permits Errors 
Tikewife, and that in his Churel-too, ifor ends beſtknown 
to himſelf, and which we are-not to dive- into. I know 
indeed, afid no Proteſtant I|fuppoſe will geny it,'that the 
Univerſ#1 Church in this Knee only mity be called dnfal- 
lible, that notwithſtahding allthe Efforts of the Gates'of 
Hell ro prevail againſt” it 3-the True Dotrine of Chriſt | 
ſhall be {till 'ragght; and-beRF th fome'patt of the "Ward 
by a particular providence-6f- God over: bis Chimchc' und 
/ this'is the only rational meaning of all thoſe Puſſipes To be 


-/ exatnined hereafter, which 'the Rowe Cathiliths are #8'd to 


ropoſe as Proofs - of the Infallibility of: the-Church of 
me : But "their min drift is, ahQ4-muft be,” tro thew -&i- 


tier by Reaſon, *or —_—_— Firſt, "That there vin The. 
Church an trifallible v ible Jas 'of 'Conttoverſie 3 And; 
Secondly, Who is this Tnfallible 'Viſible Judge: For-other- 


wiſe his InfalFibiffty would be of 'n6 aſe $0 ws , inte 'we. 
_ trot tonſalt - with/thita in offer 'to reſolve our 
oubts. | | 
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But, to come more cloſe to the Point, I would fain 
know from a Roman Caholick, if the Being of this Infal- 
lible Vaſible Judge be an Article of Diviue Fairch, that he 
muſt believe, under pain of Eternal Damnarion, or a racer 
probable Opinion, which he may follow, or not follow, as 
he pleaſes: If the latter be granted, then the pretended 
certitude of. the Controverlies in .debate between us aud the 
Romaniſts depends upon the Deciſions of Councils , that 
are but probably true, not infallibly ; which if they once 
yield to, «they: have no. right to force upon any man 
the belief of their additional Articles, as Purgatory, Tran- 
ſubſtantiation, &c. for if it be but probable, that the 
Council of Trezt , defining that there is a Purgatory, is in- 
fallible ,: *tis on the other ſide as probable, and more too, 
that *'tis fallible: So I ought to make uſe of that Reaſon 
God has given me, and examine , Whether the Council 
has not aQtually fail'd, by comparing its Deciſrons, to the 
ſtanding Revelation of God's Will in his written Word, 
as interpreted by the Fathers of the Primitive Times , or 
by every Man's Private Reaſon, . where they are ſilent : for 
let unthinking and prejudic'd men ſay what they will, as 
we are all to ſtand or to fall by the Verdict of our own 
Conſcience, ſo we ought to follow its Deciſions in what- 
ever relates to our own Spiritual Concerns : and if this be 
a Crime, the Romaniſts are guilty of it as well as we: 
for either he believes his Church infallible upon rational 
grounds, or upon no grounds at all ; the latter I ſuppoſe he 
will not ſay, leſt his belief be deſervedly called fooliſh, and 
if upon rational grounds he believes the Church of Rome 
infallible, then his own Private Reaſon is Judge of theſe 
Grounds, and he finally proves to be for himſelf both Party 
and . Judge of the Controvgrſie: which if he may do in 
this Caſe, I know not why he may not likewiſe in all 
others. Thus, when he undertakes to prove to a Prote- 
ſtant the ſame DoCtrine of Infallibility , he conſtituteth 
him Judge of his Reaſons, and of the True Sence of 
the Scripture he makes uſe of in order to prove his 
Opinion, Ne 
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down to us from Chriſt and his Apoſtles, but we muſt try the 
Spirits whether they are of God or not : For if an Angel 

® ſhould propoſe to us Articles of Faith, others than what the 
Apoſtles have taught us,. we ought to rejeft them, 

I would then adviſe here: the Roman Catholicks, never to 
rove the Infallibility of their Church by Scripture, this. 
eing undoubtedly their weakeſt fide, becauſe by this way of w 

arguing, they are concluded in acircle, they could never yet 'S 
get clear of, whilſt they muſt 'prove the Infallibility of the 
Church by the Scripture, and the true ſenſe of the Scripture ' 
by the very ſame Church, which amoufits to nothing more, ? 
but to your believing the Church upon her own Word, with- 
out any, Ground for her Infallibility diſtin& from her oun 
Teſtimony ; than which I can fancy- nothing more abſard, 
and more againſt common ſenſe and-reaſon, unleſs wecan 
perſuade ourſelves, that the Infallibility of the Church 
is a ſelf-evident Principle ; which 1 am ſure no underſtanding 
Romaniſt will ever either think or ſay : For beſides that he 
never goes about to prove it by the meer Expoſition of the 
terms *cis propounded in, How can any Man take that for - 
ſelf-evident, which all Proteſtants, though to no purpoſe as 
yet, have required a ſolid proof of ? If it were a ſufficient 
proof of any pretended Truth, to ſay, *ris Self-eyideant, it 
would be eaſie to prove any falſhood imaginable at this rate. 
A ſelf-evident Principle, muſt be evident-to all Men under- 
ſtanding the terms we expreſs it in, otherwiſe it has nothing 
in it of a real {elf-evidence. | 

To ſhun prolixity, I ſhall mention but ſome few paſſages 


L 


more the Romariſts ſeem moſt to truſt to. 1. That the Church 1 Tim. £ th; 


of the living God, ts the pillar and ground of truth. 2. That the | 
gates of Hell ſhall not prevail againſt it, that he will be with her 1,4, (6. (6, 
_ alwgys, even to the end of the world, that he will ſend them another 
Comforter, even the ſpirit of truth to abide with them for ever. Joh. 14. 16. 
3. That when he is come, be ſball guide them in all truth. 4. That -, _  _.. 
all Perſons are commanded to hear the Church, or elſe to be look'd and £6. XJ 
upon as a Heathen and a Publican, © b 


I anſwer firſt,” That theſe paſſages, and'all others of this: 


nature, are to be underſtood of the Univerſal Church, and - - w bo” 
-and. however do not'at. all imply the neceſlity of 2n Jnfallible . - 472 
; | c Viſible ©...” 8 


Mat, 18. 17», 
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Viſible Judge. The Univerſal Church then comprehending. 

all the Chriſtian Churches of the World, is the pillar andy 
ground of Truth, becauſe Truth is upheld by, and grounded 
upon the conſtant agreement of all Chriſtian Churches 
throughout all Ages, and not upon the authority of any par- 
- ticular Church,ſuch as I take the Church of Rome tobe, what- - 
ever way we conſider it. Now the Rock upon which this 
- Univerſal Church is built , is, the Confeſſion of St. Perer, 
and the conſtant agreement of all after Ages thereunto, and 
not his Perſon ; otherwiſe this Rock and Foundation had 
fail'd when he fail'd, «which I ſuppoſe will not be granted. 

The never prevailing of the Gates of Hell againſt the 
Church, concludes as fairly for her Impeccability, as for her 
Infallibility, ſince the Gates of Hell prevail as much, or ra- 
ther more by Sin, than by Error, which ſometimes may be 
invincible and guiltleſs. The Gates of Hell then ſhall never 
prevail againſt the Univerſal Church, becauſe no Perſecution 
whatſoever, whither occaſion'd by ignorance or by'malice, 
ſhall ever exterminate wholly this Church out of the World : 
For if She be extinguiſh'd and baniſh'd out of one place, She 
will-ſtill appear again and flouriſh in another, and ſo even to 
the end of the World, according to Chriſt's infallible pro- 
miſe ; Avnd the Comforter ſhall abide with her for ever, and guide 
ber into all truth, becauſe the whole Doctrine of Chriſt ſhall 
be taught in ſome corner of the World, even to the conſum- 
mation of all things, though ſome particular Churches may 
not teach all Truth, and others again may add to the funda- 
mental Principles of Religion, fundamental Errors, which I 
could eaſily ſhew the Church of Rove to be guilty of. 

As to what relates to Chriſt's Injunftton upon all Men, to 
hear the Church, or elſe to be look'd upon as a Heatben and a Publi- 
car, 'twas rather ſaid of the Synagogue, than of the Chriſtian 
Church, as not being yet eſtabliſhed when theſe words were 
uttered; or they ' are to be underſtood of the Univerſal 
Church. | | 

I anſwer Secondly, that if we. may: apply the foregoing 
paſſages to any particular Church; they relate more” to the 
Greek Church, than to the Romiſhz:Rorittis not only ancienter 
(as all the World knows) than'the-Cliurch of Rome, but at 
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this very day of almoſt an equal extent, if we take in the yaſt 
numbers of thoſe that live in the "Communion of the Greek 
Church, both in Aſia and Europe ; For if we make a juſt cal- 
cule of all the Chriſtians in the'vaſt Empire of the two 
Czars of Meoſcovy, in Greece itſelf, and in all its Provinces, 
in Egypr, in ſeveral parts of Aſie, and eſpecially in the large 
Kingdom of the Abyſſms, &c. we ſhall find their number little 
inferiour, if not ſuperiour to that of the Rowan Cethobicks : 
And the Greek.Church is ſo confident of Her being inthe Right, 


that She looketh upon the Church of Rome as Schiſmatical. 
I muſt not forget in this place, that She can provyea conſtant 
Succeſlion of Biſhops from the Apoſtles downwards, more © 


certainly than the Church of Rome, ſince Calvin; and fiweral 
after him, have made it highly probable, that St. Peter: was 
never at Rome, or at leaſt. never; Biſhop of :Zeme'y which 1 
much encline.-to believe upon this account, thatthe Scripture 
is wholly ſilent about this matter ;- Yet one would think that 
St. Peter's ſtay. at Rome near five and twenty Years, ;bis bei 
all this while Biſhop there, andat laſt Crucified with his 

downwards , were Particulars. confiderable enough 'tp be 
taken notice of by. the Writer of the As of the | 


by: St. Paul, or ſome of the Evangelifts. . Now to ſay'St Peter A 


was at Rome when he wrote om Babylon , is to make him 
guilty of a flat Lye, or of achildiſh Equivecation; 'tis more 
natural to think, that he being the Apoſtle of the Jews, not 
of the Gentiles, was then either at Babylon in Aria, or at 
Babylon in Egypt, now thought to be-thg Grand Caire, there 
being at that time a great number -of: Jews/in both thele 
Cities, about whoſe Converſion he was then-buſied. - 

I ſhall 'only add, ſince*tis agreed-upon on all hands, that 
St. John outliv'd:St. Peter many years; if St. Peter was wh 4 
of Rome, and ſucceeded immediately by a new Vicar of Chri 
as the Romanifts do confidently tell ts, it follows from hence, 
that Chriſt's 'beloved Apoſtle; 2nd Darling was under. the Ju- 


risdiftion of 'the- Biſhop of Reawme, which the conldering part = 
cf 


of Roman Catholicks, as well as Proteſtants, will not, 
think Very proper. Rf Meh 
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I ſhall reckon up no more of the Prerogatives of the Greek 
. Church, what 1 have ſaid being only to ſhew, that whenſo- 
ever the word Church is made uſe of in Scripture, the Grec:- 
ans may apply it to themſelves with a greater appearance of 
truth than the Romaniſts : but ſo they can no more prove 
themſelves Infallible, or the neceſſity of an Infallible Viſible 
Judge in their Church than the Grecians from the ſame places 
-of Scripture can make out the neceſlity of an Infallible Viſible 
- Judge in theirs. | . 

I always wonder'd at the confidence of moſt Roman Catho- 
licks,” in aſſerting this Principle, which yet they can give no 
tolerable account of, when they are put upon the proving 
of it: for they are not yet well agreed, whois this Infallible 

_ Viſible Judge, ſome ſtanding up for the Pope, -others for the 
General Councils, and others again for the Pope and the Ge- 
neral Councils, and though they are more generally agreed 
upon the Pope and General Councils conjunaly, not ſeve- ' 
rally, yet if we conſider things impartially, we ſhall eaſily 
conclude, the Pope to be acknowledged by them the ſole In- 
fallible Viſible Judge, ſincethe General Councils have no au- 
thority to declare any Article of Divine Faith, without the 
Pope?s Seal and Approbation ; and, on the other ſide, the De- 
crees of a Provincial or National Synod,being once conſented 
to by the Pope, are of equal force with thoſe of General 
Councils, as being Articles of Divine Faith, ro be believed 
by all Roman Catholicks, under.pain of Damnation; which is. 
a certain mark, that the Pope is the only Seat of this pre- 

tended Infallibility : as we Judge the King the only: Seat of 
the —_ Power, not the Parliaments, becauſe-no ACt of 
theirs is of any force, without The King's Approbation and - 
Conſent: yet, on the other hand, this DoCtrine is flatly con- 
tradifted by the Gallican Church, yea, this Propoſition, 
The Pope is not Infallible, has been often defended at Paris, in 
preſence of the Popes Nuncid's and Legates : - till then they 

- areagreed among themſelves, who this-Iofallible Vifible Judge 

is, we are free to judge for ourſelyes, being ſure we ſhall 
| only becenſured and puniſhed at the laſt day,for doing againſt 
our own judgment: for nothing elſe can be imputed to us as 
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But not to diſmiſs yet this Subjeft, how can we, fays the- 
RomaniFt, be ſure of any Divine Truth, without the deciſion, 
of an Infallible Viſible Judge? »_, Mb pe7 

To which I anſwer, Firſt, Beſides that we may be as ſure- 
of any Divine Truth as they can be of their Infallible Vi- 
ſible Judge; Scripture is plain in all things neceſſary to - 
Salvation, other wiſe. it was not written for Ed:fication, nor 
can it make thoſe that read it with a teachable temper of 
mind wiſe unto Salvation. rented.) 

I anſwer, Secondly, We may come to a certain knows - 
ledge of Divine Truths by thoſe very Means your Infal- - © 
lible Viſible Judge is ſuppos'd to make uſe of for attaining - 
to the ſame :. for .yupon what grounds the firſt General Coun- _ 
cil, ſuppoſing it Infallible , :believed- the Articles of Faith, . 
it, defined ? Sure. not-upon: the Authority of another Coun- 
cil, ſince *twas the firſt of all. Whatever then they {ball : 
produce for a ſufficient Foundation of their Belief, ſhall be a 
ſufficient Ground for me to build my Faith upon: Their De- - 
Ciſions then are no Articles of -my Faith, but the Grounds - 
they proceeded-upon may be Inducements to me to believe. . 
We ought nevertheleſs to have great reſpe&t for General : 
Councils ; . yet becauſe we 'are not to ſuppoſe them Infal- - 
lible, without knowing why, we may, and ought to examine : 
their Definitions at the Standard. of the written Word, . 
and of the general-conſent of all Chriſtians inall Ages : for - 
ſo doing we ſhall keep up. with the Primitive Church, in :. 
caſe a Council in any material thing oppos'd it: neither - 
can we upon this account be. thought to preſume too much » 
upon our own Skill ; for thongh it be. more probable that : 
ten may be leſs apt to trip, than one, yet becauſe-we are - 

certain they may. err, we are {till ia the-right, totry if real- 
ly they have not err'd : their greater number being only an : 
inducement to-me to ſearch into the Reaſons they rely on, . 
not to receive their final Deciſions, without apy further exa- 
men.: I muſt obſerve to you in this place, that conſidering . 
with what zeal the Romanits contend for the Infallibility of * 
their.Church, I am ſatisfied ſome of: them are fully. perſwa- 
ded of-its being. an Article of Divine Faith ; ' for if they | 
thought it. but a probable Opinion, they would not be ſo - 
| - | angry 


16 


EEE 


© Reaſons why & Proteſtant 


ITE", es 


angry with thoſe that oppoſe it, ſince by the Rule of Pro- 
bables they would allow in ſome meaſure of the very contra- 
diftory Opinion. I will then, to undeceive thoſe that are of 
this Opinion, undertake to ſhew it to be no Article of Di- 
vine Faith, and by their own Principles too: for ſince they 
are not permitted the uſe of their own Reaſon in interpre- 


- ting the Scripture, or Tradition itfelf, nothing can be an 
Article of Faith to them, but what is clearly decided by a 


General Council, but no General Council ever yet decided 
the Church to be Infallible, and far leſs the Church of Roe ; 
therefore the- Infallibility of the Church is no Article of 


Faith. Iconfeſs indeed, as I intimated in another place, the 


Infallibility of the Univerſal Church in this ſence, that the 
whole Church ſhall never err, not that every particular part 
thereof, as the Church of Rome, or the Greek Church ; and 


-every private man may not err, but that by eſpecial provi- 


dence of God over his Church it ſhall never fall wholly away 
from the truth: and this cannot be but evident to an unpre- 
judic'd Judgment, from the expreſs Promiſes in Scripture; of 
Chriſt's aſſiſtance, even to the end of the World, notwith- 
ſtanding all the Endeavours of Hell to prevail againſt it. 
But the Romanift means not only that his particular Church 
is Infallible in the ſence I now mention'd, though I conceive 
this to be the Priviledge of the Univerſal Church only, but 
that there is in the Church of Rome an Infallible Viſible Judge 
of Controverſies, impower'd totye us up to the belief of 
his Deciſions, under pain of Eternal Damnation $ and yet 
none of the General Councils, yea, not that of Trent itſelf, 
-ever ſaid Arathema to ſuch as did not believe the Church of 
Rome, or the General Councils, to be infallible Judges of 
controverſial Debates, though it ſeems fince the Church of 
:Rome was accuſed of groſs Errors by the firſt Reformers, no- 
thing was of ſo great moment for her, as the deciſion of this 
primary and fundamental Article, upon which all the others 


depended : the Councils 1 know anathematize fach as refufe : . , 


to ſubſcribe to their Definitions, but hence it follows not 
that they declared their own Infallibility, fince both Pro- 
vincial and National Synods do the ſame, which yet are con- 
ſled to be fallible by the very Romaniſts themſelyes. R 

; Thus 
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Thus I have argued hitherto only ad hominem : for thovgh 
2 General Council had declared itſelf Infallible, this would 
be no Article of Divine Faith, becauſe the Infallibility of a 
Genera) Council, when it defines itſelf Infallible , 'muſt be 
proved by an Evidence diſtinCt from that of the Council itſelf, 
and therefore it can be no Article of Faith to a Rexar Carho- 
lick,, who muſt receive no DoCtrine, under pain of Damna- 
- tion, but what is clearly determined by a General Coun-- 
ab 

I have dwelt too long upon this firſt Reaſon, why I cannot 
embrace the Roman C atholick Religion, which was, that I ever . 3 
conceiv'd it founded upon a double falſe ſuppoſition, of its - > i 
being both Carholick,, and Infal:ble. I ſhallnow go on with ; E- 
a more particular Account of my iavincibleaverſion from the 
Faith of the Church of Rome, though at the ſame time, I pro- 
feſs none againſt the Members thereof. 

I am then upon another account quite out of conceipt 
with the Church of Rome : her Tranſubſtantiation I could ne- 
ver believe, and if I did, I ſhonld foon doubt of the con- 
feſſed Fundamentals of the Chriſtian Religion: for I con-* 
ceive not how a conſidering man can heartily believe Tranſub-" 
ftantiation, and not doubt of all our chief Myſteries, which 
[ take to be the very exiſtency of Chriſt in the World, 


his Paſſion, his Death, his Reſarreftion, and Aſcenſion, &c.- fl 
and all thoſe wonderful Works he did during his ſtay upon - | 
Earth, in order to confirm Mankind inthe belief of his be- Ky 


ing God as well as Man: now what proof have we of thoſe - 
primary Articles, but the conſtant Teſtimony of all: Mens 
Senſes, and muſt we not believe *em' upon the Authority of 
thoſe” that we are aſſured were eye-witneſſes to all: thoſe © - 
things,. which if no body had ſeen, no body now would be- 
lieve ? but if the eye may be deceiv'd in the contemplation * 
of its proper objeft, when no condition neceſſary for its ope- 
ration is wanting, what certitude have we of any of the - 
fore-mentioned truths ? for though 1 ſee the Bread in the Eu- 
chariſt,though I both touch and taſt Bread,though I both taſte - 
and ſee Wine, with all the reſt of Mankind, yet if I turna © 
Romani#F, I muſt believe what is ſo evidently contradiQed by- | ONES 
my ſenſes, and confeſs my felf miſtaken, How then ſhall I «| SGT 
| MM”. ._ con-- | 
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convince my ſelf, or any other, that there was ſuch a Man as 

..Chriſt, that ever he aroſe from the Dead, that he aſcended 
.into Heaven, becauſe I have no other evidence for all this,but 
that of my-Senſes ; which, impoſing upon me in one caſe, I 
mean in the Myſtery of Tranſubſtantiation, I know not why 
they may not deceive me in any other ; and ſo, -if I believe 
Tranſubſtantiation, I find my ſelf forced - from the belief of . 
Chriſtianity itſelf, as being founded upon things we know 
no otherways to be certainly true than by the teſtimony - 

_ of the Senſes : Thus Chriſt himſelf, who knew better than 
any other how to ſettle a floating or doubting mind, uſed 
no other proof to convince St. Thomas , than what was 
founded upon the evidence of ſence, Touch and feel, ſaid he, 
for a Spirit has neither fleſh nor bones, which, ſuppoſing the 
truth of Tranſubſtantiation, was a very inconſequential way 
of arguing: for had St. Thomas believed the Tranſubſtantiation, 
he had anſwer'd our Saviour, ſince he was ſo apt to. doubr, 
that as in the conſecrated Bread, after the pronounciation of 
the words, Thy i my Body, he ſaw, touch'd, and taſted Bread, 
where yet there was no ſuch thing, but another ſubſtance ; 
ſo though he both felr, and touch'd:his Body, his Bones, and 
his Fleſh perhaps, under theſe appearances, 'there lay hid 
ſome other ſubſtance, as that of a Spirit, and not that of 
either Fleſh or Bones, as under the appearances -of Bread you 
muſt conceive. no real Bread, but the ſame Body and Blood 
of Chriſt, which is now at the ſame time in Heaven. . - 

Since then neither St. Thomas; ſo very apt to object againſt - - 
whatever he was not certain of, made this obvions Obje- 
EAion, nor Chrift gave him any account why he ſhould not 
believe his Senſes in-all other caſes as well as in this, 1 do 

- firmly believe Tranyſubſtantiation to have been planted in the - 
World, as the Tares ſpoken of in the Goſpel; while men 
were aſleep, and in the night of ignorance and ſuperſtition: 
Þut, ſays the RomamFt, you believe the Trinity, why then do - 
you nut believe the Myſtery of Tranſubtantiation ? *Tis a 
bzrd caſe, that becauſe I believe the Trinity, foexpreſly deli- 
vercd to us in Scripture, I muſt likewiſe bclieve 1ranſubſtan- 
tion, and thet there is no Breed in a conſecrated Wafer, 
2gainſt the conſtant teſtimony cf all mens ſenſes, and though 
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the Scripture be wholly filent about the matter ; yea; 1 am 
very certain, that the underſtanding Romansſts rely not upon 
Scripture in this caſe, but meerly.upon the Anthority of 
their Church: they do I know raiſe fome duſt with theſe 
words of our Saviour, This is my Body : but what then? do 
they imply the deſtrnftion of the Bread ? no ſure, no more 
than theſe, 7 am a true Vine ; 1 am a Lyonof the Tribe of Ju- 
dah ; The Rock was Chrift, &c. do ſignifie the deſtruQtion of 
the ſubſtance of Chriſt. ; VE OS I TD BL 

I ſhall not inſiſt vpon this Subject, becauſe it hus' Been {6 
ofcen handled by others, eſpecially by Dr. Tillotſon, 'in- his 
unanſwerable Diſcourſe againſt Tr Lemiation: I muſt 
only add, that whatever is ſaid in Scripture, abont the eati 
of the Body, and thedrinking of the Blood of Chriſt; out 
to be- underſtood in a ſpirityal ſence, and that we do'alÞ 
by Faith; 'for the Body and Blood of Chriſt being the Food 
of our Souls, we cannot feed upon them otherways than by 
Faith, and by Faith alone as. oppoſite to Sence,. be we 
receive .not .Chriſt by. any. of our Senſes, fitt& we -rafttior 


perceive-him by any of 'em: The receptiov ther bf Chrilt, 
the ating of hjs Body, and drinking -of his Fr 
nothing more, but that as our Bodies are fed and refrefſ'& - 
by Bread and Wine, ſo are our Souls; after a ſhiritual m 
ner, according to their own nature, refreſh'dand ftrength 
by thoſe Divine Graces, which as we-may call the En ions 
or ProduCtions. of Chriſt's Body and Blood, ſo we may ſay, 
they are the Body and Blood of Chriſt; as we ſometimes fay;, 
this 5s the Sin, the Sun is 5u this Room, underſtanding only 
this Expreſſion, his Beams and Influences. _ WERE os 
_ I all conclude with a word or two, concerning thefilence 
of all. Antiquity: about. this Matter, whatever the Remianifts 
may.boaſt to the: contrary. ws the Primitive 
Chorch do affett with oor Adverſaries} that the ſybſtaiite of 
Bread-and Wine is deſtroyed in the Euchariſt ? do they'rot. 
call the Elements Bread. and Wine after Conſecration? z 
allire. ws of. their remaining ſo. tilt after it ?- I hall in- 
Ranch but in ſome few Paſſages in 62der to make good what 1 
 fay, 


D Ter- 
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Tertullan in his firſt Book againſt Marcion, cap. 14. pro- 
ving, that Chriſt made uſe of the Creatures, and neither 
rejeted Water, Oyl, Milk, nor Honey, he adds, neither 
did he rejett Bread, by which he repreſents his own Body. And 
in the third Book againſt 4arcion, cap. 19. Chrift calls Bread 
bis Body, that from thence you may underſtand, that he gave the 
figure of his Body to the Bread. | 

St. Ferome in his Commentary on St. Mark, c. 26: has 
theſe obſervable words: After the Typical Paſcha was ful- 
filled, - Chxift took Bread, that comforts the bearts off men, and 
went to the Sacrament of the Paſcha, that, as Melchitledee n the 
figure had done, aſſerting Bread and Wine, ſohe might alſo repre- 
ſent the truth of big Body and Blood. In all which Paſſages the 
Sacramental Elements are called Bread and Wine, and the fi- 
gure or repreſentation: of Chriſt*s Body and Blood. - 

St. Chryſoſtom ſays Epiſt. ad Ceſar. The Bread 3s thought 
worthy to be called the Body of our Lord : And on theſe words, 
the Fleſh Iuſteth again#t the Spirit, among the improper excep- 
tions of Fleſh, he ſays, Comment; in Epiſt. ad Galatas, 
Cap. 5: The Scriptures uſe to call the Myſteries bythe name of 
Sh and ſometimes the whole: Chiarch, [aying: ſhe 5 the Body of 
Chrift. ©. Tan Þ-:: ; 

Theoderet to the ſame purpoſe, in his firſt Dialogue ſays, 
He who called bis Natural Body Corn, and Bread, and alſo calls 
bimſelf a Vine, likewiſe honoured theſe wifible Symbols with the 
names of Body and Blood : | for things are often called in Scrip- 
ture that whichthey ſignifie, as the ſeven Kine were ſeven Years, 
_ Seed is the Word of Ged; that is, ſignifieth the Word of 
God. | Th 

Pope Gelaſins, in his Book of the Two Natures of Chriſt, 
ſays, The Sacrament of the Body and Blood of Chrift are a Di- 
vine Thing, for which reaſon we become partakers of the "Divine 
Nature, and yet the Subſtance and Nature of Bread and Wine 
does not ceaſe to be : Andadds a little after that, their Nature 
ftill remains in its own property, as there remains one entire Chri#t : 


theſe things of which he is compounded remaining, to wit, hit Two © 


Natures remaining in their Properties. 


And 


ſhould not turn Papiſt. 


Aud St. Chryſoftom ,, diſputivg againſt. the pellinriſts, 


Epiſtol. ad Ceſar. Monach,, confounding by, a, kind of, con- 


ſubſtantiation the Two:Natures of Chrilt, argyes, from this 
Sacrament to illuſtrate that Myſtery: - 


As before the Bread is ſanitified, we call it Bread, but when the 


Divine Grace bas ſanttified it, by the means of the Prie#, it 6s 
freed from the name of Bread, and is thought worthy of the name 
of the Lord's Body, though the Nature of the Bread remains itt ity 
and it is not ſaid, that thtre are Two Bodies, but On ey of 
the Son, ſo the Divine Nature being join d to the Body, both theſe 
make one Son, and one Perſon, EL NO 
Theodoret again, in his firſt Dialogue, diſputing againſt a 
Heretick denying to Chriſt a True Body, ſays, among other 
things, that, though to the purpoſe 1 omit for brevety's ſake 
he who called his Natural Body Corn, and. Bread, does likewiſe 
honour the Viſible Symbols with the name of bis Body and Blood, 
not changing the Nature, but adding Grace to Nature, And ha- 
ving forc'd the Heretick to confeſs, that the Bread, and 
Wine were the Symbols and Types of Chriit's Body and 


Blood, hence he draws this concluſion, that Chrift had a 


True Body. | in : _ 
Theoderet in his ſecond Dialogue againſt the Emtychians, 
who believed Chriſt's Body to have been ſwallowed up by its 
Union to the Divine Natute, repreſeateth to us the Heretick 
arguing thus: 55h 1 toe ent gt Bl 
As the Symbols of the Body and Blood of our. Lord were 


=. 
before the Prieſftly Invocation, and after that were changed, 


are different from what they were, ſo the Body of yh ter 
#he Aſſamption, was changed into the Divine Subſtance : but he 
immediately anſwers, that he was catched in the Net he 
laid for others: for the Myſtical Symbols, after the ſanttifica- 
ti0ng do not depart from their own nature, for they continue in their 
former ſubſtance, figure, and form, and are both viſible and palpable 
as they were before, 


'Tis eaſie for any impartial man, conſidering theſe fore- - 


going Paſſages, and the Fathers way. of arguing agaiaſt the 
Apollinariſts, and the Emtychiazs, who denied Chriſt to have 
had a True Body, that they were perſwaded that the Sub- 
ſtance of Bread and Wine rf after a, +4 

2 '* hence 


—_— 
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hence they proved, that the Humane Nature in Chriſt was 
not ſwallowed up after its Aſſumption, but remain'd after 
the Union, as the Subſtance of Bread: remains in its own Na- 
ture after its, Conſecration: for had they believed Chriſt's 
Body to be under the Accidents of Bread in the Euchariſt, 
by vertue of the Words of Confecration, how eaſie was it 
for them to. prove the reality of Chriſt's Body after irs Union 
to the Divine Nature, by faying he could not but have a 
True Body, fince it was in the Sacrament under the appea- 
rances of Bread and Wine : which Argument they never 
made uſe of, but, on the contrary, proved always the re- 
maining of the Hamane Nature after its Aſſumption, by the 
remaining of the Subſtance of Bread after the Prieſtly Con- 
ſecration. | 

From all this it appears, that the Fathers are on our fide, 
unleſs you?ll haye ?em to argue like mad-men, after this man- 
ner: The Appearances, or ( as you ſpeak,) the Accidents of Bread 
and Wine remain ſtill: after the Conſecration, therefore the Sub- 
. ſtance of the Humane Nature remain?d in Chri#t after its Onion 
ro the Divinity. For had the Fathers believed Tranſubſtantias 
tion, had not the Emtychians retorted the Argument, The Ac- 
cidents of Bread and Wine remain without the Subſtance after Con- 
ſecr ation, therefore the Properties of the Humane Nature remain 
in Chrift after its Aſſumption, without the Subſtance of its Hu- 
manity ? But if we ſuppoſe the Fathers believed, that the 
Subſtance of Bread remain'd after it was conſecrated, we 
ſhall find they hada great advantage from hence, to illuſtrate 
the Myſtery of the Incarnation, by arguing thus, as they of- 
ten did, as the Bleſſing of the Bread did not deftroy its ſub- 
ſtance, ſo the Union of the Humanity in Chriſt, to-the Di- 
vinity, was not at all deſtruCtive to its Nature : though after 
all this, no man, not- byaſled by real Prejudices, can doubt of 


the DoCtrineof the Fathers. 
I ſhall add one Refleftion more: for a farther illuſtration 


of the Matter. | | 

The Fews,and the Gentiles eſpecially,inſulted over the Chri- 
ſtians, for believing inconceivable Myſteries, as for inſtance, 
the Trinity, and more particularly the Incarnation ; upon the 


account of which, as St. Paul himſelf intimates —_— 
they 


vs #27 
- 


* 
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they were reputed Fools, and derided every where by the 
- Gentiles. Now what if the Chriſtians of thoſe Primitive 
Times had believ'd and profeſs'd, that a little piece of Bread, 
after ſome few words pronounc'd over it, ceav'd to be Bread, 
and was no more what it had been, though it kept ſtil}all the 
outward appearances of the ſame being, as colour, figure, 
ſhape and taſte, &c. 

With what ſcorn, with what diſdain, and deſervedly too, 
had they nor looked upon them,and as Men not in their right 


wits, who denied what they ſaw and felt, with all Mankind, 


to be what they really ſaw, felt, and taſted too? The. Gen- 
tiles, who negleCfted no occaſion of inſulting over the poor 
Cbriſtians in thoſe early times of the Church, had never lipt 


this which gave them ſo confiderable advantage over them ; 


and their ſilence upon the whole matter, is to me a demon- 
ſtration,that no ſuch thing was ever believed by the Chriſtians 
of the Primitive Church. 


"Tis a very weak Evaſion of moſt Roman Catholicks, to ſay, | 
that Tranſubſtantiation not being oppoſed in the Primitive - 


Church, was therefore generally believed then, becauſe by 


the ſame way of arguing one may prove, that every new / 
droact'd Opinion was held generally by all Mankind-from: ; 
the very firſt Age of the World, upon this account, that no: 
body contradicted it. Which is as unreaſonable as if one would : 


- argue thus ; None of the Ancients,either Philoſophers or Phy- 


ſicians, ever oppoſed the Circulation of the Blood, therefore : 
this Hypotheſis was taught and embrac'd by all the ancient - 
Phyſicians, which no Man of ſenſe will think a legal Conclu- - 


ſton. 


the Primitive Church, could be no other but becauſe this 


Do&trine was not as yet broach'd, and in-being in thoſe Days. 


No wonder then, if what no body had ſo much as dream't of, 


could not be debated and oppoſed ;- yea, fince 'tis granted... 


that in the firſt ſeven hundred years of the Church it was not 


contradicted, we muſt needs conclude that in all that time - 
 'twas not heard of: For is it conformable to common ſenſe . 
or reaſon, to think, that none would and in oppoſition to + 


a Doctrine, that (to ſay nothing of its contradiction to the 


The reaſon then why Tranſubſtantion was not oppos'd in 


cleareſt ' 


- 
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cleareſt evidence of ſenſe) drew a long with it ſo ſtrange con- 
ſequerces as this does ; ſuch I take to be the being of a Body, 
though by Divine Power, in more places at once, or without ts 
natural dimenſions, and every crumb of a Wafer, the poſſibility of 
its being produced at the ſame time in ſeveral places, it ſtill yet 
remaining the ſame body, the attual ſeparation of the accidents, 
ſuch as Taſte, Colour, Smell, Figure from all ſubſtance in which 
they ſuvſiſt, the inconveniencies that every one may fancy to him- 
elf in caſe Chriſt's Body come into ours, or be eaten by Vermin, us 
being corrupted, digeſted, &c. of 
I know, the eating of Human Fleſh, and Thye#:an Suppers, 
were reproach'd to the firſt Chriſtians upon the account of 
the GnoFick, who called themſelves Chriſtians, but this rela- 
ted not at all to the Sacrament of the Enchar:#, as 'tis evi- 
dent by the Fathers Anſwer to that Charge, with a flat 
denial of the Matter of FaC&t, without offering any Explica- 
tion relating to the Fachariſt ; which is a clear demonſtration 
. they thovght' not this charge grounded -on the DoCtrine of 
the EuchariFt. EY 
I am then ſatisfied, that Tranſubſtantiation being ſo ab- 
ſurd both inits ſelf and its conſequences, could not but be 
oppoſed ſo ſoon as *twas openly profels'd : And indeed, from 
the ſecond Council of Vice (as every one knows) to the 
fourth-Council of Latran, it met with great oppoſition from 
the learned'ſt Doctors of the-Latine Church. And ſince that 
time it occaſioned in-every Age the withdrawing of great 
Kingdoms, and vaſt numbers of People from the Communion 
of the Church of Rome,and I think it may be ſufficient ground 
for me not to joyn with it now. | 
But there is as yet another thing, which I fancy you would 

not expect, that hinders me from being your Convert ; which . 
is the Novelty of the Roman C atholick Religion, whatſoever 
may be your boaſts and. pretences to Antiquity. For ſure 
I aw, the Church of Rome is no more now what it was of old, 
than the City of Rome now in being, is the ſame which was 
known to the World in Avgxſtxs his time by the ſame Name. 
I know indeed, you give ns a large Catalogue of your Popes 
from Sr. Pcrer's time, to this very day : But beſides that, it 
is highly probable, fince the Scripture tells us nothing rela- 
' ting 
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ting to this matter, that St. Perer was neither Biſhop of Rome, 
nor ever at Rome, you can pretend to no peculiar Prerogative 
upon this account, which ſeveral Chriſtian Churches may nor 
lay as good a claim too as you can do, The Fewiſh Chriſtian 
Church and the Greek were before Yours, yea, the latter 
can prove her Antiquities by a continued Suceeſlion of Biſhops 
down from the Apoſtles, to our times. The like may be 
eaſily made out by the Abyſſins and Maronites of late; partly 
reconcil'd to the Church of Rome : Yea, England itſelf recei- 
ved not the Chriſtian Faith from the Church of Rome, as ſome 
of your Friends inconſiderately boaſt of, ſince*cis certain that 
Auguſtin the Monk found the Chriſtian-Religion already eſta- 
bliſhed in Eng/and, when he firſt came into this Ifland. But 
what we ought to lay the greateſt ſtreſs upon, is, the Anti- 
quity of DoCtrine, which being the very Soul and Life of Re- 
ligion, is chiefly to. be regarded in this debate... I deny not 
but that the Name of Roman Carholick is of an older date than 
that of Proteſtant ; but new. Names being-often impoſed on - 
very light occaſions, 'we are only to take notice of the thing: 
mens, not of the Name, which may. not be-at all fimes the 
ame. n- | 
Let us firſt then confider the: neceſſary Articles -of *the- - 
Proteſtant Church, by which I mean-ſuch as areto be-Believed,: 
if known, under pain of Damnation, for theſe -only- make - 
up the Eſſential part of Religion. I find then, that whatever 
the Proteſtants Believe now, Is the the ſame that was Faught- 
by Chriſt and his. Apoſtles, and Believed by the Primitive 
Chriſtians, the ſtandard of their Belief being no other but 
the Apoſtolick Creed, and the Scripture, -as Interpreted by 
the Chriſtians of the Primitive Church. Whatever then was 
an Arzicle of Divine Faith in thoſe days, is ſtill ſo to the Pro- 
teſtants. of our times, and nothing elſe, ſuch I reckon to be' 
the Incarnation, the Trinity, the Paſſion and Reſurreftion- 
of Chriſt, and in one word, whatever js contained-evidently 
in Scripture, or may. be by a neceſlary conſequence deduc'd 
from jt; and all this being of the ſame date with the firſt and+ : 
cleareſt days of the Church, we muſt of neceſlity confeſs, that- 
that the Proteſtant Faith is the old Faith, and no new Contri- -- 
vance of the firſt Reformers, as the leſs underſtanding w_ 
of - 
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of Romaniits ſeem to believe, when they ask us where our 
Religion was before Luther and Calvin? Which Queſtion is 
eaſily Anſwer'd by this obvious diſtinCtion, that if by our 
- Religion, they meant the primary and fundamental Articles 
of Chriſtianiſm, tavght by Chriſt, and held by his Apoſtles 
and the Primitive Church, it was before Luther and Calvin, 
all theſe things being believed before Luther and Calvin by 
the Primitive Chriſtians : But if by eur Religion, they under- 
ſtand that diſtinft Body of Men, who have ſeparated from 
the Errors of the Church of Rome ? the Queſtion comes to 
nothing, as implying only whether they were ſeparated and 
reformed. before the days of Luther and Calvin, which no 
 Proteftant affirms. But now on the other hand, if welook 
narrowly into the Church of Roe, and conſider it asa diſtinCt 
Body from other Chriſtian Churches, we ſhall eafily diſcover 
it to be compounded of meer Novelties, whether we have 
regard to its DoCtrine, or to its Rites and Ceremoi:ies, or 
way of Worſhip: For thoſe additional Articles of Tranſub- 
 ſtantiation, Invocation - of Saints,: Image-Worſhip, Purga- 
* tory, &c. were certainly unknown to the firſt three Centu- 
' ries, as has been ſufficiently made out by Proteftant Writers, 
or-at leaſt, which makes as well for my purpoſe, they were 
not then Articles of Divine Faith, and to be Believed under 
pain of Damnation ; but now they are neceſſary and eſſential 
parts .of a Roman Catholick Faith, who becauſe of the Deciſions 
of ſome of the latter GEneral Councils, mult believe, againſt 
the cleareſt evidence of ſenſe, the deſtruftion of Bread in a 
conſecrated Wafer, as likewiſe of Wine after its'conſecra- 
tion by 2 Prieſt, the lawfulnefs of Image-Worſhip, and of the 
Invocation of the Saints, the being of Purgatory, or -of a 
third Place, where the Souls are to be punrſh*d before they 
enter into Heaven : All this I ſay, and whatever is detertnined 
by. a General Council, he muft believe with the ſame firmneſs 
he believes the Exiſtency of God, the Divinity of Chriſt, the 
Trinity, -avd all the other primary Articles of the Chriſtian 
Religion; and this Iam fure was never done by the Chriſtians 
of the Primitive times. 


"Tis 
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'Tis clear then, that the additional Doftrine of the Church 


of Rome is a new Contrivance of the later Ages, ſince now 
*tis made neceflary * for  Catholicks to believe, and was not 
then : For to ſay 'twas believed. :»plicitly, beſides that this 
is the greateſt piece of non-ſenſe imaginable, becauſe it im- 
plieth, that a man believeth he knows not what, it makes 
not againſt what } was ſaying, For what-was believed then 
(to make uſe of this nonſenſical Expreſſion} iwp/icinly, ' is; now 
to be believed explicitly, under pain of Eternal Pamagtion., 


which is ſtill a Novelty, anda ſtrange:one teoy if duly. cx * 


amired, - TT; Eqs 67 ee a a 
The being of an Infallible ViſibleJudge was unknown (0 the 
pureſt times of Chriſtianity Far frd.abe ad = pn 
ved any fuch,without donbt they -hadappeald to him:to put a 
ſtop rs: the growth of Eerets.and Heraler ther ab WVELY 
days diſturb'd the Chorch: 'But ſince they never made any 
fach Appeal , nad ono” ne caſog to ſay , the Primitive 
Chriſtians never acky dged any fick:Judge- 
 T ſhould willingly tearh: 'the Remay Cath 
Pope had the ſame Power of old;: he has nows? | >; Ic 
-ypon by the three firſt Centuries, as.the fole Vicar. of Ch 
upak ont ? Gas non has reve | the Fenleng ab He 
ory, to know how, and by what policy he came by:degrees 
to the preſent pitch he now 'is in, though in the fr, days of 
the Church, the Biſhop''of Rome was under the Command; of 
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Temporal Princes;- no tefi'than rr ge. 
_ 


As to the Pratices.and Rites of the © of Reps, they 
are but late Inventions, and moſt part,.pointblanck contrary 
to thoſe of the PrimitiveChurch.' Fhe denying of the Cup 
tothe Laity,is a convincing Inſtance of this; it was inſtituted 

for -alſtndifferently, Drink yo all of this, and was for the ſpace 
of thitteen [Ages and more grantet} to the:People, as well as 
tothePrieſts ; but by an order of a Reowsſh Council,, notwith- 
ſtanding Chriſt's expreſs Command to the.contrary, this Pri- 
mitive' Cuftome was laid afidg upoi the ſlighteſt and moſt 


frivoleas grounds iniaginable, which-upan.no occaſion, bow . 


phuſibk'ſvever, was to beichanged,as being fo'folemply inſti- 
tute bythe Founder of the Choiftian Religion,Chriſt bimiclt 
| The Publick Service iy an — mm— Tongue, was: the 


known 
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known praCtice of the Church : For fix hundred years (faith not 
Origen? ) the Grecians in their Prayers uſe the Greek, and the 
Romans the Latine Tongne ;, and ſo every one, according to his 
Language, prayeth unto God, and praiſeth him as be is able, 

And yet this Ancient, and Apoſtolick Cuſtom is aboliſh'd 
by the Romiſh Clergy, as if they had received a greater Power 
from Chriſt, than the Apoſtles themſelves, whoſe Power 
was only for Eadification, but not for Deſizuttion, as St. Paul 
tells us, 2Cor. 10.8, and proves convincingly throughout 
a-whole Chapter, that the performing of Publick Service, 
and eſpecially Praying in an Unknown Tongue, is quite con- 
trary to Eaification. Po Ht | 
- The Invocation of Saints was not in uſe in the three firſt 

Centuries, which, beſides the ſilence of all Records upon this 
Matter, may be made out from hence, that the bleſſed Virgin 
began to be Prayed to, only in the Fourth Century, as I could 
ſhew : now 'tis-more than probable, that ſhe being the holieſt 
among Women, was the firſt of all honoured this way, un- 
_ leſs we ſuppoſe, againſt common ſence and reaſon, that the 
primitive Chriſtians, during the three firſt Centuries, di- 
rected their Prayers to the other. inferior Saints, without 
ever having recourſe to the more powerful Mediation of the 
bleſſed Virgin. | | | 

"Tis well known, that Image-Worfhip was never the Pra- 
ftice of the Primitive Chriſtians, who could ſcarce allow of 
the Art of Painting, ſo zealous they were of the breach of 
the Second Commandment, which they generally thought to 
reach thus far. They were it ſeems of opinion,that God being 
a Spirit,was to be adored in Spirit and Truth, and not under 
any corporal ſhape, as they might eaſily gather from the ſe- 
vere puniſhment of the /ſraelites, for adoring the golden Calf, 
whom they knew to be nothing elſe but a meer repreſentation 
of God, ſince they themſelves had furniſh'd the Matter this 
dull Idol was made of. 

Neither-can it be made appear, that Prayer for the Dead, 
the Foundation of Purgatory, was praCtis*d in the Primitive 
times, after the manner 'tis now uſed in the Church of Rome - 
for what is ſaid in the Second Book of the Haccabees, to this 


purpoſe, is of no moment, becauſe this pretended Scripture 
is 
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is not Canonical, and was not received as ſuch by the Jews. 
As to what relates to ſuch Practices, as are the natural con- 
ſequences of Tranſubſtantiation , they were. unknown to the - 
Primitive Chriſtians, becauſe Tranſubſtamiation itſelf was 'a 
thing unheard of among them : they knew not what the 
Aaſs was, if we take it with all thoſe pompous Ceremonies 
that go along with it 3 we canſhew how it got iatothis ſhape, 
by the additions from time to time of ſeveral Popes : and do 
not moſt men know the firſt and. late Birth of the Adoration 
and Elevation of the Ho#t, of Proceſſions, and the Dottrine of 
Concomitants, and of all the other Rites and Ceremonies lately 
ſprang up from the belief of Tra:ſubſtentiation- *tis nodoubr, 
upon The account of this ſtrange Doctrine, that the Enachariſt ' 

is not adminiſtred now as *'twas in the Primitive times. © - 
| When 'twas put. into the hands of the Receiver, given to 
Children, truſted, to Boys, or Common Perſons, to be car- 
ried to the Dying, when the Remains were eaten up, and-in 
ſome places burar, in other places conſumed by Child ren, or © 
by the Clergy, or made uſe of in Cataplaſms : to which we 
may add the mixing of the conſecrated Chalice with Ink to 
| fign the Excommunication. of. Hereticks, which would now 
paſs for a great Sacrilege, becauſe of the Doctrine of Tran- 
ſubſtantiation, that was not held then: But thoſe are not. 
the only Reaſons, though ſufficient enough, had I no other, 
why I cannot ſubmit to the Church of Rome. . I would fain 
then go upon ſure Grounds if I could, eſpecially in Matters 
regarding the Eternal Welfare of my Soul: Now, if I turn a 
Roman Catholick, and in caſe Baptiſm be neceſſary to Salva- 
tion, as the Church of Rome teacheth, I ſhall always beafloat, 
and uncertain whether I be baptized, or not ; becauſe the 
Council of Treat allows of no valid Baptiſm, without ſome 
foregoing intention of the Prieſt : but if the.Prieſt or Mi- 
niſter had either a contrary intention, or through forgetful- 
nels not at all ; for Iconceive nothing of this to be impoſlible. . 

I am at aloſs whether. I be'in a ſtate of Salvation, or not, 
as all thoſe Prieſts may juſtly queſtion, according to their 
own Principles, who were 'Confecrated by a late Freng Bi- 
ſhop, ſince he ingenuoully declared inthe Words of a Dyiag 
Map, that he never ingended the OR of apy of _ 
Taact 
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that he had conſecrated Prieſts: for the intention of the Bi” 
ſhop is thought as neceflary. to. the valid Confſecration of a 
Prieſt, as tothe being ofa real and valid Baptiſm : I-ſhould 
likewife, upon the ſame grounds, doubt of the Being of a 
true Pope, of true'General Councils, if - their Members muſt 
-be Prieſts and Biſhops, becauſe if they never be Conſecrated, 
(which I can never be certain of) they have no Commiſſion, 
ſays the Romanift, todecide Matters of Faith. _ 

May not I be allowed to add in this/place, that ſhould I gp 
over to the Church-of Rome, 1 would have realon to que- 
ſtion, If there were any ſuth Book in the World 2s the Bible, 
yea, or any thing eMe? For I can give no furer proof of the 
being of things that fall within the ſphere of my Senſes, than 
my very. Senſes themſelves : yet I am told, that my Eyes do 
deceive me in the Euchariſt ,; and what: I ſee there, is not 
really Bread, though I both feel, ſee, and taſte it;. and findit 
likewiſe a good ſubſtantial Nouriſhment for my Body : now 
my Head turns round, and I am ready to fancy the whole 
World to be but a meer appearance, without either ſo- 
lidity or ſubſtance; yea, I ſhall: perhaps. run. myſelf into 
greater extreams, and take all Chriſt's Miracles to. be but. 
meer deceptions of the ſight, becanſe they cannot be proved 
otherwiſe than by the teſtimony of the Senſes, which could 
be no cogent Argument toa zealous Romaziſt, as 1 would then. 

Pretend to be. | 

There is yet another thing, in caſe of my.Converſion, I. 
ſhould extreamly ſtumble at, which 'is this, That I could not 
believethe Churchof Rozze to be Infallible, upon the account 
of her own Authority ; for ſhe allowicg, no other Infallible - 
Judge but herſelf, I muſt believe her Infallible, becauſe ſhe 
tells me, ſhe cannot Err, though without. giving meany good 
reaſon for it : And this I could not eaſily conſent to, as loving 
to aCt rationally in every thing,. eſpecially in Matters of the- 
Higheſt Concern. | 

I am yet frightned from the Roman Catholick, Religion. upon - 
another account, which you will be ſomewhat concern'd to. 
hear, but that I cannot help; I muſt tell you freely my mind 
fince you have defired me to be ingenyous with you : 


I was 
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I was always Loyal to the Regal Family, and with the 
Grace of Gad ever ſhall be, yet if I embrace the Roman Ca- 
tholick Religson heartily, and with al] its Tenents, I know.not 
but that 1 may begin to waver®in this: main Point of my 


Duty, by acknowledging another Power vpon Earth aboye | 


that of __— Prince, which I look upon as a-diſpofition 
caſe theſe two Autherities ſhould-claſh together, and I were 
to take party for either. , '- |; ne ys IE 

I pretend not bevertheleſs to fay, that a Roman Cathnlich 


cannot be a good Subject, God forbid I ſhould think ſo; tur - 


I know ſo much of their Religion, that I may ſafely venture 


to ſay, they owe: their Loyalty to their Generous Temper - 
and Good Nature, rather than to the Principles'of the Reli- 


gion they. profeſs. To be free with you then, .were La &o- 


man Catholick , | could not; I fancy, have the ſame reſpedt-for G 


my Prince, that I now have ; for I would be-oblig'd to zc- 


knowledge the Pope above him , but in firimnabibus only,.. 


you'll ay: what-then ? he is rather more his ſuperiour, 


lefs, by this very reſtri&ion :. for-as the Spirit is nobler than - 
the Body, and the Spiritual Power-of -a- higher order than*- 
that which regards: only Femporal Concerns, and fince the - 
Spirit gives Eife and Motion to the Body, whoever is Maſter - 


of the Spiritual, has likewiſe a great influence upon the Tem- 


poral : So I have reaſon to fear, ſhould I once believe and: 


grant the Pope's Superiority over Princes: in Spiritual Mat- 


ters, that I ſhould likewiſe fancy he had. at leaſt an indire&t: 
Power over their Temporal. Concerns, -yea, I would of courſe -: 
acknowledge x Depoſing Power inthe Pope, in caſe my : 


Prince embrac'd - what you call Hereſe - for could I then re- 


X&t the Council of Lateran, aſſerting it? Whether it be an : 
Article of Divine Faith among you, or:not, 1 ſhall not en-- 
quire inthis-place z bat ſure I aw,;'tisa Dodtrine allowed of - 
by your Church, and was neyer yet cenſured at;Rome, where - 


many leſs dangerous Opinions have been condemn. « 


I am then quite out of conceit with your Religion, ſince I- 
cannot embraceit, without endangering my Loyalty, in caſe-- 
I mind to live up to the pitch of its real Principles : but*tis - 
all one to me, ſo long as remain a Proteſtant, what Religion 7. 
4 fl pf ; = " 4 FR my... . 
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my Prince is of, though I-could wiſh he were of the ſame I 
profeſs, becauſe his-Authority over me, and my indiſpen- 


-jable Obligation-to fubmit to'him, do not depend upon his 


'Opinion or Religion , but upon his Birth-right ; -yer have 
we not reaſon to doubr, if the zealous ſort.of Roman Catho- 
licks would not think it lawful to take Arms againſt their 
Prince, turn'd a Heretick, fince the French League, againſt 
Henry the Fourth, was upon this very account ſtyPd Holy; 
and had I not been particularly acquainted with the Principles 
of the Church of Rome, I had never conceived how it came 
to paſs, that ſuch great numbers of learned,and well-meaning 
'Men too, could be guilty of fuch a horrible wickedneſs, as 
that was, and forget themſelves ſo far as to pretend Holineſs 
in an open Rebellion againſt their lawful Prince: This con-- 


firms me more and more, thoughma Council of Lateran had 


not declared the Matter, in the Opinion I was always of, that 
by the very Principles of your Church, there is ſome allow- 


-ance for Subjects tn this caſe. 


I am then more fatisfied with-the Loyalty of a Proteſtant, 


eſpecially of the Church of -England, who acknowledgeththe 


Prince to be Supreme Governor over all his SubjeCts, and 
Sovereign Judge in all Caſes , than with that of a Roman 
Catholick, who ſeems to ſer Limits to his Power, by ſach Re- 
ſtriftions as neither Reaſon nor Scripture can warrant. 


Thus, Sir, 1 have done with the -promiſed Account "of 
ſome of thoſe Prejadices, (as'you was pleas'd to call them) that 
have kept me hitherto in the Purity of the Chriſtian Faith: 


if you think ſtill they are not ſolid Reaſons, but meer preju- 


dicate Opinions, and ill-grounded Fancies, it will become 
you to -make good the Charge, and free yourſelf from the 
Suſpicion I may juſtly entertain-of your being guilty of that 
very Crime you ſo confidently, and with -more Zeal than 


Knowledge reproach to others. 


Your very Humble 


Servant. 
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A Catalogue of Books, Printed for, and 
Sold by John Taylor at the. Ship in 
St. Paul's Church-Lard.. . * 


I. He Travels of Monſieur de Thevenet into'the Levant, 
in Three Parts, viz. I. Into Turkey, II. Perſia, 
III. The Eaſt-Indies, new done out of French, in Folio. | 


. 2, A Free Enquiry into the Vulgarly Receiv'd Notion-of 
Nature; made in-an Eſlay, Addreſs'd to a Friend. By the: 
Honourable Robert Boyle, Eſq; Fellow of the Royal Society.,. 
The ſame is alſo in Latin, for the Benefit of Forreigners. . 


3. The Martyrdom of Theodora and gfwDidymus. By a Per--- 
ſon of Honour. ' | ; 


4. The Declamations of Quint:l:an, being an Exercitation:- 
or Praxis upon liis Twelve Books, concerning the Inſtitution - 
of an Orator-- Tranſlated (from the Oxford Theatre Edition) + 
' into Engliſh, by a Learned and Ingenions Hand, with” the -- 
| Approbagion of ſeyeral Eminent School-Maſters in the City of - 
Lonaon. g vo 


5. England's Happineſs, in a Lineal Sncceſlion, and the De- 
plorable Miſeries which ever attended Doubtful Titles to the. -- - 
Crown, Hiſtorically demonſtrated from the Wars between - 
the two Houſes of Tork, and Lancaſter, . 


6. Academia Seientiarum : Or, The Accademy of Sciences. 
Being a Short and Eaſfie Introduction to the Knowledge of the 
Liberal Arts and Sciences; with the Names of thoſe Famous EET Oy 
Authors that have written on every particular Science... In | DC 
Engliſh and Latin. By D. Abercromby, M. D. — 


7. Publick -- 
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5. Publick eyotion , and the Common Service of the 
Church of Engla dJuſtified and, Recommended to 'all honeſt: 
and well-nieaning ( however prcjudic'd ). Diſlenters..”" By" 
Lover of his Countrey, and the Proteſtant Religion,” *-: 


'8. Fhe Beſt Exerciſe, \Towhich is added, a- | 
' Perſon of Quality, concerning the Holy Lives /of. t e Primi- - | 
tive: Chriſtians. By Anthony Hornetk, Preacher: at the Savoy...” 


- Fhe Mother's Bleſſing : Or, The. Godly Connfthof L1 
Gentlewomannot lon -fincedeceas'd, lefe. bebind for her SON 
dren, By Mrs: Dorothy*Leigh, 


10. The Inchanted Lover Or, The Amour of Ne: ig 
and A4xrelia. A Novel. -By Preer Bellon, Authar: of the: 
K grim. i 


